AD=-AO073 072 SOUTH CAROLINA UNIV CoOLUMBIA COASTAL RESEARCH DIV F/6 8/3

SUSPENDED SEDIMENT IN BREAKING WAVES. (U)
APR 79 T W KANA DAA629-79'G-0011

UNCLASSIFIED TR=18=CRD ARO=~16132.1~-6S




o
E =4

3 5
=
N

[

o
Mi(h

— llé-‘g llli "m—zz——z
:

||||| T

— s

22 b iz

p:

RS

. ¥
MICROCOPY RESOLUTION TEST CH&T
NATIONAL BUREAU OF STA@DARDS-19537,;‘_
it { 5

8
A

v

A

o Yy
£




S

Bl i

(DR FILE COPY

Technical Report No. 18-CRD

SUSPENDED SEDIMENT

%}‘ IN BREAKING WAVES
-

np)

b

2 Timothy W. Kana

=

© A bt

Coastal Research Division
Department of Geology
University of South Carolina
Columbia, South Carolina 29208

9 v Y




UnciQSf;' fied //\
SECURITY CLRESIFICATION OF THIS PAGE (When Date Entered)
REPORT DOCUMENTATION PAGE

RORT NUMBER

READ INSTRUCTIONS
BEFORE COMPLETING FORM

(2; S0VY A 4 3. RECIPIENT'S CATALOG NUMBER

OF REPORT & PERIOD COVERED

Technical h‘ePT.a

é Suspen:iédVSediment in Breaking Waves ¢

el

e L-OR.GS BER(s)

ey
‘l‘c‘b y 0= | e 7, , ‘l

7. _AUTHOR(s) s
T i mthy w-; Kana

c 9. PERFORMING ORGANIZATION NAME AND ADDRESS 10. ::gﬁﬂaAgoE.l.‘EasrTml“O.Jggg. TASK
University of South Carolina /~,ﬁp
m Columbia, South Carolina 29208
71/
b 11. CONTROLLING OFFICE NAME AND ADDRESS 1 ————.
U. S. Army Research Office Apr 79
& r. o) Box 12211 N
< Research Triangle Park, ..C 27709 153

14. MONITORING AGENCY NAME & ADDRESS(!f different from Controlling Officg) 15. SECURITY CLASS. (of thie report)

.

a 7‘;2’311 P

16. DISTRIBUTION STATEMENT (of thie Repd

¢ o pe: u '

Unclassified

1Sa. DECL ASSIFICATION/DOWNGRADING
SCHEDULE

- . e @ e-® ° R [ 4

Approved for public release; distribution unlimited.

17. DISTRIBUTION STATEMENT (of the abstract entered in Block 20, if different from Report) 4. 7 [, . & R i

(4 JTR-39-CRD

v—

18. SUPPLEMENTARY NOTES
The view, opinions, and/or findings contained in this report are those of the
author(s) and should not be construed as an official Department of the Army
position, poclicy, or decision, unless so designated by other documentaticn.

FILE_COPY.

19. KEY WORDS (Continue on reverse side if necessary and identity by block number)

surf zones breaker zone
sedimentation beaches
suspended sediment

breaking waves

0. ABSTRACTY (Continue on reverse side if necessary and identily by dblock number)

uspended sediment concentration was measured in 235 breaking waves on undevelopeh
beaches near Price Inlet, South Carolina, U.S.A., using portable in situ bulk
water samplers. The purpose of the study was to determine what factors control th¢
distribution of suspended sediment in the breaker zone. The final conclusion in-
ferred from accumulated data is that sediment transport is highly dependent on
breaker type. Het offshore movement and equilibrium profiles can be qualitatively
explained on the basis of variations in wave form, beach slope and suspended sedifent
: concentration. Longshore transport rates are dependent p

I T N N P O Iy, S v

DD ,"an'3: 1473  EDiTion OF 1 NOV 68 15 OBSOLETE
A




¢ unciassiliea

, SECURITY CLASSIFICATION OF THIS PAGE(When Data Entered) 16132.1-GS
?\:3
T

20. ABSTRACT CONTINUED

F{)but on breaker type, which can be quantified to reasonable certainty by the
simple ratio, db/Hb,'relative wave height.l

‘ d'_su\ob/i'\'”"“\‘

R s P il

Sl B i e 50

Sl

e ®cece - e o

L i e AR A SR

R B s S

!
| 3
H
; -
i E
¥
' g
‘,
; Unclassifjeqd i
s VS o SECHURITY CLASSIFICATION OF THIS PAGE(When Date Bntered) e o
!
2N
-t e ke iy e i e S




SUSPENDED SEDIMENT

IN BREAKING WAVES

B st L o S

e LA RS A e A

Timothy W. Kana

Technical Report No. 18-CRD’/
) ot B @ e W ‘e @ @+ ¢t 4 <P® 4 o le ¢ . wo®.e = v o
Coastal Research Division
Department of Geology
University of South Carolina
Columbia, South Carolina 29208

i A

April 1979

Sponsored by
U.S. Army Research Office
Grants No. DAAG-29-76-G-0111""
and No. DAAG-29-79-G-0011

e citiek s

| Cover: Sampling suspended sediment in a plunging breaker
i at Bulls Island, South Carolina.

B i 1 P T R TR R SRS M, 560 WA o 2 e M Sk 2 e

— o — e e S ————— -




Bibliographic reference

- Kana, T.W., 1979: Suspended sediment in breaking waves; Tech.
Report No. 18-CRD, University of South Carolina, 153 p.

. S S ————

%




TABLE OF CONTENTS
Page no.

ADGETACE i vvennnnvsssnsissns S e siniasisis S s[nal= shiae intatnia talokakatado SR e o (olistinie
Acknowledgements ...... Ao ot B A A o o e LR L et P AR
Introduction .....ccceeuuee Slalerate tat tale tot ot ot ool ole (Re S P T L e e 4
Methods for Measuring Suspended Sediment ........cccceeeeeensscccncs .6

Direct vs. Indirect Measurement .....ccceeeesccoccscsscssccncs .6

Sampling Problems in the Surf Zone .......ccoveeeeenecnnnncas siaisit)
The Simultaneous Water Sampler .......cceeeees ¢ haslole e SR |

R e

T T

Previous Results ,....cv0.. ol e alelotateluiatol ot okot et atoiniciaralinrals A o e SO S R
Laboratory and Theoretical Studies............................12
3 Fleld MeaSUYEMENLtS .o esamnssinnosssncs oo P e O Oy D T oiniainie 1B

SEUdY Area i e Sale s ae s e eleta dle elotsl sie e i SR S 4 |

|

i Experimental Design ...ceeeevceccnnns e L R RS
| INEroduCERON oo veenanats e omainee P bl I S SR N
w Suspended Sediment Measurements ......eoeceeecesesssscecsncsssssl8
‘ Beach Surveying, Sample Positioning and Identification........34
| LADOLaEOrY PLOCEAUEES «vv v sv sitiasivsivn o svnnssisssssssosssassssd
! Suspended sediment samplesS .......cceeeeeecccccsssssscacesldd
3 Size analysis of suspended sediment .......cccoeeneeeeacs .38
| Computer Coding the Data....c.cccosscssnssssnssssssssonssasessesdd
Rejection Of DBEA i veevvavenilons e eiesss S o SR e e e 00

LR B R I L 1 '.‘-".i

4l . ¢ tcos « e v = te @ - @ . o . ere . @ S ee @ 0 . e . e e <« ® Siesce @

4 Results and Discussion of the Data............. R IS e e

EEXOdUCEION o o o5 v vveimesan v saivie o s R R T S SRR § 0 e T

| Overall MeanS .....ovuse e R S S o g sa s n i seehS

- Tests of Concentration vs. Breaker Type Parameters............438

Introduction....veouuuv.. e sie vy 001 W e e e e G

Galvin's Parameter (Bb) «..oeeeeeenns IR S e PRy |

: Battjes' Parameter (£) ........... oo G P T SR, e D |
% Parameter BRKER........... S R T T T :
| Relative wave height (db/Hb).. ..... g P T T ¢

Sorting the data by dp/Hp.e... I e L e S e

Tests of Concentration vs. Wave Process Parameters............60

J Breaker hefght (HE) ¢ ovesvvsnvessonvoiionssvnsvvsned oy osessOl

i Wave petdod UE) ¢ os oo ciisumnsee s sboammsn i e s s e venis s kR0

Longshore current velocity....ccecevecsccsssssscncsncescssbld

Distance from breakpoint ........ecee.. L AT T et ]

Other process variableS..iiiccecececcceccsccssscsccccceseeabb

Size Distribution of Suspended Sediment .........ccoveeeeeeen ...68

Size distribution with respect to sample elevation.......68

The relationship of suspended sediment grain size
to wave parameters......... TR v esssisvsrsvnnesdd

T T——

Statistical Testing ievesversvvisvresnvsvssosissess s oo v 5w v R . |
correlation AnNalyais . .cvveveesssvesnuwes v VSRR 8 vesvsvesald
Multiple RegressioN..csceeceveoscsnsssovoss VesesssebEsEE O uE «es78

S —n—




s 8% ¢ ¢ @@

iii

-

page no.

DS EnSEEON & . ot e dale s s te aimiaiaisaia s st sidiatars sietelatnisin nis n oin n h’s guala e n ara D
Limitation OFf Ehe DAta .assescesnssssiseasisassssssslinsisnsssat)
Advantages Of Ehe DAEA ;. s s s saisioiesssssasisioniasssisisiaisasiassssBe
Controlling Factors of Sediment Suspension «ee:essessrssas .84
Implication of Results ...... o oot oty ol st ety (adeialelaialplataialet o L)

Rauildibeium prafiles . o e s tisisisis s alsieinaiaininssee I
Applicability of solitary theory to surf problems ...,.92
Importance of suspended sediment to total long-

shore CYanSpPOTE < L oiosinsaas tincssisinssienssisssinssiessIe

ConcluSions ....ueveeeeeccceccssscscsrecsccascccsaccosssnscrcssssdl
Refexences Crlted | .. . e i sie e s ilais sistalere winle/ Risis s @ s 16 idis s 4 DO

Appendix A - Photo Atlas of Waves Sampled and Suspended
Sediment Datal. o o steie aleis lasletekatolatuiatsrata sl aletets olansiais s ol DI

Appendix B - 1. Listing of Computer Variables ......ceec0veee0..134
2. Example SAS76 Program Listing ....eceeveceeces.135

3. Data Printout for Selected Observations
and Variablles oo v oo s s orsis ke o0 e e b vs FIO

Appendix € - 1. Graln Size Data ... .. ceissices aoses visinoesssnevensldd
2. Representative Size Frequency CUrves ..........l144

Appendix D - Correlation Coefficients O e




iv
LIST OF ILLUSTRATIONS
Figure Page
|
; 1. Sampling suspended sediment (SS) in a breaking wave «..cccceeecen 4
3 2. Examples of direct SS concentration measuring devices sereeeeenssl
3. Examples of indirect SS concentration measuring devices secccccv- 7
| 4. Simultaneous water sampler .......ccceeeveccss olea ainre siislle el leketers e nts L)
f 5. SS distribution from Kana (1976a; 1977) «««... o 2 la ool sia) e eintislia e s e 13
% 6. SS distribution from Inman (1977).c-ceccccccees S E RS R A3
| 7. Bubble concentration in breaking waves from Miller (1976) ......l5
8. SS vs. elevation and wave height from Fairchild (1977) «¢cccec... 17
9. Turbidity changes measured by the,almometer ......ceeeeeeeeesss.l9
! 10. Frequency of occurence of sand bursts ........ O T O TS AT o e
: 11. Location map near Charleston, S. C. ..... e a i sk OO oD S Dol l :
; 12. Location map of stations near Price Inlet, S.C. ¢coescsvcne clere s mil2
13, Bulls Esland .ic ot loe s niticaleiee calstoticiatoistor e R L P R e
I4. Capers Fsland - c.ccsieccennesesssioiosss P celea S 2D
! 15. Beach profiles - station BU2 «..ceceeeeenn A B S SRR et 2
' 16. Beach profiles - station CAL......... a e ielsie olalets kel ceseases ceeee2b
, 17. Size frequency curves - bottom sediments «.....eceeeecsesesceees2d
18. Sketch of sampling arrangement ...cecceceeeccecccns A e R
19. Simultaneous water samplers being "rigged" ..c.ceeverceiienness 29
20. Simultaneous water sampler ready for use «...... Seletelsltete o) o sta) el s eras D
21. Photo sequence of a typical wave sampled «-+eceeeses ceesessessas3l
. 22. Photo sequence of transferring water samples ««ccceceeveceonnsss32 :
i 23. Custom beach CArt ccccveecvoccscnccosscans S B DO G e smiee D
b .. e.e 24. Exapple field data form.........co..n. et ke N b A e 36
Bl e e 25. Sketch-filtering apparatus ...... D GO e s iais Sleteraterse ells dlisrutnre B
26. Photo-filtering apparatus cec.ceoeecees O O AR S St
27. Normal probability distributions ........ T e R PR 1 |
28. Normal probability SS10 and SS30 «ceceeecnennnnnn SR Rhsiels o e s
29. Galvin's (1968) breaker classification sececececees e L A
30. Breaker types common near Price Tnlet «eeceecenceceocenns ceseassld
31. Suspended sediment distribution by elevation and breaker
type «.... VSIS e SRS o S v b e e T i A (PP b TR AL R S R e TR D
| 32. SSLO VS: BR icesisieievenise s smvisse R T T R
[‘ 33. SS10, SS30 and SS60 regression models on Bb ..... o
i 34. SS10 vs., XI ...... e Ty e e e s arers e e wree e e DY
| 35. SS10, SS30 and SS60 regression models on XI ....... SEe R v eislen IS
i 36. 8510, 8830 and S560 vu. BREER «vsosvbssirersonnssonasssossvosnsIB
! 37. SS10, SS30 and SS60 vs. beach S1OpPe «oveeererercescencecnsansessdB
1 38. 8510, SS30 and SS60 vs. dp/Hp cccovverenncenn NPT PRP, -
' 39. SS10 vs. wave height by wave type cecoescecrocscncn viso v T
40. SS10 vs. wave period by Wave LYPe «oceeserecacarcncssscsocanass 6l
41. SS10 vs. longshore current velocity by wave type ceeeeeecscccen .65 _
_ 42. SS10 vs. distance from the breakpoint «.......c.c.... ceretieneens <. 67 '
} 43. SS size by elevation from Fairchild (1977) «ceccceeen ceeseena <.+ 69

44, Example size frequency distribution of SS10, SS30 and SS60 ceees70
45. Size frequency of SS10, SS30, SS60 and corresponding bed

sample seoesvviisrenvissvevivsesunenee e esesEsseEBEe e EN® 72
46, Positively skewed SS10 samples eceeeesseeces L PO R
47. SS mean size by elevation, breaker type and wave height cesavenollt




Figure Rage
48. Distribution of velocity in breaking waves (Iverson, 1952) ...86 %;
49. General linear models of SS........... e B TR S o RO

50. Dean's (1973) model of onshore/offshore transport............90
51. Effect of breaker type on equilibrium profile......ce0ce0....93

B U S, LGy 5. g = 050 %

3
i
j LIST OF TABLES
é Table Page
i
§ 1. Distribution of SS samples by wave type and height .............36
. Number of samples coded and retained .......cccveveeevececcceaeod
. Mean values of selected measured variables ......cec.ceeeeeeeeecd?

Size data from Fairchild (1977) «..ccveroeossiesssssssnessssssssBY
SS grain size statistics by station and date ......ccc0000000...70
SS grain size statistics by breaker type .......ceeesseccscccecell
Correlation coefficients - SS and independent variables ........76
. Correlation coefficients - SS size and independent variables ,..76
Improved correlation coefficients using means ..........00000...78
Multiple regression MOAELS ... sy so oleisiosensssessisssssossansssdO

: T —T——

ocovwoNoOoULEWN
. .

-




ABSTRACT

Suspended sediment concentration was measured in 235 breaking waves on

undeveloped beaches near Price Inlet, South Carolina, U.S.A., using port-

able in situ bulk water samplers. The purpose of the study was to deter-

PAMRB ¥ .

mine what factors control the distribution of suspended sediment in the

Rl e

breaker zone. As many as 10 instantaneous 2-liter water volumes were ob-

tained in each wave for a total of 1500 samples. Concentrations of sus-

] pended sediment were determined at fixed intervals of 10, 30, 60 and 100 cm

R e R e S S S

Q above the bed for various surf zone positions relative to the breakpoint.
E The majority of waves sampled during 22 days in June and July, 1977 were
relatively long crested, smooth, spilling to plunging in form, with breaker
heights ranging from 20 to 150 cm. The beaches Sampled are gently sloping
(mean beach slope = (0.015), fine-grained (mean grain size = 0.18 mm) and
densely compacted with an absence of small scale bed forms.

Suspended sediment in the breaker zone is composed of two fractions;...
S vo lractions

- - . - . e®e@* - " ¢ ® e ® © S Becr v
.o . e .-

a continuous wash load mode above 60 cm from the bed and an intermittent

mode of coarse bed material entrained to lower levels during certain wave

conditions. Mean concentration decreases exponentially above the bed to

YA ST NP

approximately the 60 cm elevation, then maintains a generally constant

level up to the water surface. Suspended sediment concentration at the

; study sites ranged over 3 orders of magnitude up to approximately 10 grams
per liter.

The principal factor controlling suspended sediment concentration at
a point in the breaker zone is breaker type. Plunging waves typically en-
train one order more sediment than spilling breakers. Breaker type for
these data can be reasonably quantified as a continuous variable on the

basis of relative wave height, db/Hb. Plunging waves near Price Inlet

occur at db/Hb < 0.89; whereas spilling waves generally break at db/}-lb

> 1.10. Mean concentration increases with decreasing db/Hb according to

e T T L S TR
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or

Loglo(SSIO) = 17.4 - 1.7 dp/Hp,
where SS10 is suspended sediment concentration at 10 cm above the bed.
This theorized model accounts for almost 60% of the variation in mean
concentiution by dp/Hp.

Secondary controlling factors of concentration also include dis-
tance relative to the wave breakpcint, beach slope and wave height.
Mean suspended sediment in the breaker zone reaches a maximum several
meters landward of the breaker line peaking more sharply in plunging
than in spilling waves. For the range of slopes in the present study
(.004-.040) , mean concentration increases according to the model:

LoglO(SSlO) = .22 + 14.5 m,
where m is dimensionless beach slope.

The relation between wave height and concentration depends on
breaker type. There is little or no dependency of concentration on
'yégg_pgiggt for spilling waves....However, for plumging waves, suspended : -« -
sediment concentration at a point decreases with increasing wave height.

For the present data collected under moderate swell conditions,
suspended sediment concentration is independent of wave period, long-
shore current velocity, wind velocity and any breaker type parameter
involving wave steepness (Hp/Lj).

Although the amount of variation in mean concentration accounted
for only ranges up to 65%, these data support the notion that sediment
suspension in the surf zone is statistically predictable. The import-
ance of breaker type on concentration suggests that transport of sand

in the surf zone is less dependent on wave height and wave steepness

than on relative wave height, db/Hb.
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INTRODUCTION
In June and July, 1977, a study was conducted at two beach sites
near Price Inlet, South Carolina to determine the amount of suspended

sediment occurring in the breaker zone under moderate swell conditionms.

The purpose of this experiment was to obtain fundamental information

on sand suspension in breaking waves in order to construct a predictive
model of sediment concentration. While these data provide the nucleus

for a first order model, they represent rather limited conditions with

regard to wave type, wave height, beach slope, and sediment grain size

and bed compaction.

The principal hypothesis that was tested can be summed up as
follows:

Is the entrainment of sand in breaking waves a random
process as variable as the turbulence field in the surf
zone -- or is it predictable to some degree on the basis
of certain easily measured wave parameters?

To test this, an unique portable water sampling device was designed,

and field techniques were developed for obtaining suspended sediment

samples directly in breaking waves up to 150 cm high (Figure 1).

Figure 1. Obtaining samples of suspended sediment in a 110 cm high
plunging breaker using portable in situ bulk water samplers (see
Fig. 4).




The data base for the present experiment includes over 1500 sus-

pended sediment samples collected in 235 individual breakers covering
a normal range of swell conditions typical to the South Carolina coast.
In addition, numerous wave process and beach profile observations were
obtained. Field techniques were basically the same as those applied
by Kana (1976a) in an earlier study, but several changes were made to
improve control over positioning of the samplers, measurement of wave
parameters and photography of the sampling. The experimental design
entailed selecting a well defined breaking wave, positioning all sus-
pended sediment samples with respect to the breakpoint and the bed,
photographing the wave as it progressed toward shore and measuring

the corresponding wave process parameters. The data was evaluated by
statistically testing individual and mean values of suspended sediment

concentration (dependent variable) against process and location pazram-

eters (independent variables).
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METHODS FOR MEASURING SUSPENDED SEDIMENT

Several techniques have been used to measure suspended sediment con-
centration in breaking waves. There are three basic methods: 1) pump
systems for obtaining a time-integrated sample of water and sediment
(Watts, 1953; Fairchild, 1972; and Coakley, et al., 1978); 2) in situ
collecting traps for obtaining relatively instantaneous bulk water
samples (Kana, 1976b; Inman, 1977); and 3) indirect measures which re-
late turbidity to light attenuation, back scatter of light, or gamma
absorption (Hom-ma, et al., 1965; Hattori, 1969; Horikawa and Wata-
nabe, 1970; Kennedy and Locher, 1972; Basinski and Lewandowski, 1974;
and Brenninkmeyer, 1976a). Examples of several systems are shown in
Figures 2 and 3. Of the indirect monitors of turbidity, only Brennink-
meyer's has been designed for use in the surf zone. There are certain
disadvantages to any of these techniques, most important of which is
the influence of the sampling apparatus on the flow field. According
to Inman‘(l977), any device which remains fixed to the bed, or utilizes
a supporting structure or pier, is likely to monitor artificially-in-
duced suspensions.
Direct vs. Indirect Measurement

Pump samplers and in situ bulk water samplers have the advantage
of providing a direct sample of suspended sediment which can be used
for multiple laboratory analyses. However, they only provide a
sample for one instant, or a short period, in time, making it diffi-
cult to construct a time series of turbidity changes.

The pump samplers used by Watts (i953) and Fairchild (1972) re-

quired a pier for support and provided one time-averaged water sample

per run. In general, pumping times ranged from 45 seconds to 3

o ol oo




2a. Tractor mounted, pump sampler
on a pier (From Fairchild, 1977;
, Fig. 5).

A

Figure 2. Examples of direct suspended
sediment concentration sampling dev-
ices used in studies in waves. ’ TR -

2b. Portable, in situ bulk wa-

ter sampler which "cores" the
water column to provide mult-
iple serial samples (photo
courtesy of D.L. Inman,
Scripps).

A8 R AN N Y

3b. The Iowa Sediment Concen-
4 tration Measuring System

- = - (ISCMS). Electro-optical
3a. Almometer, an array of photo- probes used to detect tem-

electric detectors to measure poral changes in suspended

turbidity (From Brenninkmeyer, sediment in the laboratory
g 1976b; Fig. 1) (From Locher, et al., 1977;
‘ Fig. 2).

Figure 3. Examples of indirect suspended sediment concentration
measuring devices used in studies in waves.

< e e o e g =




minutes making it possible to measure a mean concentration at a single

point. More recently, Coakley, et al., (1978) have reported develop-
ment of a computerized '"robot'" sled system for pumping and retaining
up to 30 time-integrated samples at pre-programmed positions in the surf
zone. These systems have the distinct advantage of remote operation,
but do not isolate the effect of a single wave or detect rapid short
period bursts of sand from the bed.

Indirect monitors of concentration, such as the almometer (Bren-
ninkmeyer, 1976a), have the advantage of providing detailed time
series information on turbidity changes, but most of these devices are
difficult to calibrate for field use. They are generally of two types:

photoelectric (e.g. Homa-ma, et al., 1965; Brenninkmeyer, 1976a), in

which turbidity fluctuations cause voltage changes which are detected
by photo cells and related to a calibration curve to determine concen-

trations; or electro-optical (e.g. Kennedy and Locher, 1972) in which

actual particle counts between two closely spaced probes are measured
and related to the flow field to determine concentration. Calibration
of these devices is done in the lab, but in field use, such external

conditions as cloud cover, air entrainment in breaking waves, and the

presence of varying amounts of organic matter in the water column, af- |
fect turbidity and, therefore, the output of these devices. Also, in |
some cases, the threshold for detecting sediment bursts from the bed
is significantly higher than the typical concentrations found in the
surf zone. For example, the concentrations reported by Watts (1953)
for a California beach and Kana (1976a) for South Carolina are typi-
cally less than 5 grams per liter (g/l), whereas the threshold for

detection of suspended sediment by the almometer is calibrated at

5-10 g/1 (Brenninkmeyer, 1976a).
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Sampling Problems in the Surf Zone

The main considerations for sampling suspensions in the surf zone
are considered to be the following:

1) The concentration will depend on a combination of continuous
suspension wash load of fine grained particles and an intermittent
suspension of coarse bed material. Of these two components, the inter-
mittent suspension is of greater interest and uncertainty.

2) Samples must be collected with respect to elevation above
the bed where the intermittent suspension mode originates.

3) Suspended sediment will fluctuate rapidly with the wave
period, and bursts of sand from the bed will generally be of short
duration.

With these criteria in mind, a portable sampler was designed to
collect multiple, relatively instantaneous bulk water samples for de-
termining suspended sediment and isolating the effect of an individual
wave on sand entrainment. It was designed to operate simply and at

a reasonable cost.

The Simultaneous Water Sampler

The apparatus used in the present study collects several closely
spaced simultaneous water samples in a vertical array above the bed
(Kana, 1976b). It consists of a 2 meter-long mounting pole, support
brackets and several 2-liter cast acrylic bottles closed off by hinged
doors (Fig. 4). A spring loaded trigger assembly which holds each
bottle door is mounted to the support pole. At the base of the
trigger is a footpad which can be pushed up to open the trigger and

simultaneously release all bottle doors.
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Figure 4. Apparatus used to collect
water samples in the surf zone. A
2 m-long pole supporting several 2
liter bottles is emplaced verti-
cally in the surf zone. When thrust
into the bed, a footpad moves the
rigger assembly up, simultaneously
tripping each bottle. Top two bot-
tles are rigged for sampling. Bot-
tom bottles are in the tripped
position

To ready the sampler for use, the operator opens the bottle
doors and attaches them to a trigger assembly on the mounting pole,
similar to rigging a Van Dorn-type water sampler. Then as the bottles
are held open, the device is carried into the surf zone and positioned
vertically above the bed until the sampling instant. At the desired
sampling time, the apparatus is thrust into the bed, forcing the trig-
ger open and allowing the bottles to shut simultaneously, trapping
each sample.

The device has a relatively fast response time of less than one-
half second, remaining off the bed until the sampling instant. Tests
have shown that the collecting bottles are drawn shut before sediment
thrown up by the apparatus reaches each sampling position. The typi-
cal array of samples collected in this study were centered at 10, 30,

60 and 100 cm above the bed. Because of the relatively broad, stubby
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shape of each collecting bottle, the lowermost sample obtains sediment
suspended between 4 and 16 cm above the bottom. Positioning of each
sample is constant with respect to the bed, making it possible to

achieve consistency in the results.
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The main advantages of this device are its portability, effi-
§ ciency and cost. But it has the disadvantage of requiring an operator
in the surf zone. The sampler is obviously inappropriate for high

energy wave environments; however, it has been used for almost all

wave conditions found on the South Carolina coast. Wave heights
sampled ranged up to 160 cm, including waves generated during a
moderate local storm.

Every suspended sediment sampler or meter used, to date, has its
limitations. According to Inman (1977), the best way of overcoming
present sampling problems is to deploy turbidity meters in combina-
tion with portable in situ bulk samplers activated by swimmers. This !

would provide a physical sample to check the calibration of the meters.
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: : The task of coordinating the two measurement techniques, however, is
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formidable and requires more control and expense than is presently

warranted. Our understanding of the causes of suspended sediment varia-
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tion is limited and would be best served by additional detailed field

studies at sites differing in wave climate and beach morphology from

West Coast or East Coast beaches. Direct samples of suspended sedi-
ment are needed to insure reliability of the data and allow quantifi-
cation of the effect of wave processes on concentration. The tech-

niques applied in this experiment offer a less than ideal, but effi-

cient and inexpensive way of study suspended sediment in moderate
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wave conditions.
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PREVIOUS RESULTS ' -
It is generally recognized from laboratory studies, that in os-

cillatory flow, suspended sediment concentration decreases exponentially

above the bed (Hattori, 1971; Kennedy and Locher, 1972; and MacDonald,

1977). Field measurements in the surf zone by Kana (1976a) and Inman
p (1977) (Figs. 5 and 6) tend to confirm this relation. A relatively con-
stant suspension wash load of fine-grained particles exists throughout
the water column in the nearshore. However, in the breaker and swash
zones, intermittent suspensions of relatively coarse bed material are
thrown up by waves to cause the observed vertical distribution of con-

centration. The frequency and magnitude of these intermittent suspen-

sions are of primary interest because of their importance in the trans-

| port of sand on beaches. In general, the timing of bursts of sediment

from the bed corresponds to the time of wave breaking, with some delay
as the particles lag behind the water motion (Hattori, 1969; Brennink-
meyer, 1976b).
Laboratory and Theoretical Studies

Most of our knowledge of the mechanics of sediment suspension under 1
oscillatory flow and breaking waves is semi-quantitative, based on
laboratory experiments performed under controlled conditions. Signifi-
cant research has been conducted at the University of Iowa, Institute
of Hydraulic Research (e.g. Kennedy and Locher, 1972; Locher et al.,
1976; and Nakato, et al., 1977), University of California, Berkeley,
Hydraulic Engineering Laboratory (e.g. Das, 1971 and MacDonald, 1977)
and the University of Tokyo, Department of Civil Engineering (e.g.
Hom-ma, et al., 1965; Hattori, 1969Y; and Horikawa and Watanabe, 1970).
For the most part, these experiments deal with sediment suspension

under non-breaking progressive or standing waves.
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SUSPENDED SEDIMENT DISTRIBUTION IN BREAKING WAVES. PRICE INLET §C
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Figure 5. Mean concentration by
elevation above bed for approx.
450 suspended sediment samples
obtained using the in situ bulk
water sampler in Fig. 4 (From
Kana, 1976a).
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Figure 6. Distribution of suspend-
ed sediment at 10, 60 and 90 cm
above the bed measured using the
in situ bulk water sampler shown
in Fig 13c (From Inman, 1977).

The results from the Iowa group are illustrative of some of the

problems involved in measuring sediment suspensions in oscillatory

flow. Using small electro-optical probes for measuring turbidity,

hot-wire anemometers for obtaining current velocity profiles and a

computer data control system for signal averaging to obtain mean,

periodic and random concentration and velocity components, Nakato,

et al., (1977) were able to identify the suspended sediment distribu-

tion over rippled beds under non-breaking waves. They found that sus-

pensions were proportionately higher over the crest of ripples than

over the troughs. They also reported that a signal averaged concentra-

tion at any position near the bed has four prominent peaks during the

wave cycle, originating from the movement past a fixed point of sedi-

ment held in suspension by the eddy produced in the lee of each rip-

ple during each half cycle of wave motion. Yet, despite the sophis-

tication of their experiments, they admit to having difficulty in deter-

mining the reference concentration needed by engineers to formulate
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predictive models of sediment transport.

MacDonald (1977), using an oscillating flume, was the most recent
investigator to find that mean sediment concentration decreases expo-
nentially above the bed, more or less in agreement with Hattori (1971).
Unfortunately, there has been no emphasis on laboratory studies of sedi-
ment entrainment in breaking waves.

Perhaps the most helpful laboratory experiment for the present
study is one by Miller (1976), in which air entrainment, not suspended
sediment concentration, was measured in breaking and non-breaking os-
cillatory waves. Miller (1976) photographed various types of breaking
waves in the wave tank in order to contour the distribution of air
bubble concentration. An example of his results is shown in Figure 7.
Note that plunging waves, which tend to break more violently, entrain
air all the way to the bed; whereas spilling waves break gradually,
confining the air entrainment to the surface. This indicates that
the turbulence field is significantly different between these two basic
wave types, and, by inference, their capacity to entrain sediment from

the bed should differ markedly. In agreement with the above, Fuhrboter
(1970) also concluded that plunging breakers dissipate their energy over
a narrower portion of the surf zone than spilling breakers, as indicated
by the distribution of air bubbles.

The laboratory studies mentioned above bring up some important
points with respect to the design of the present study. First, it is
likely that an exponential decay of concentration above the bottom
will occur in breakers, making it imperative that positioning rela-

tive to the bed is consistent from one sample to another. A change
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Figure 7. Cross-sectional contour diagrams of bubble concentration in
plunging (A) and spilling (B) breakers. Numbers represent percentage
estimate of the number of 1 mm scale units containing one or more bub-
bles (on a scale of 1 to 10). A 5 means 507 of the scale units con-
tain bubbles, a 10 represents 100% bubble concentration. Note that
bubbles penetrate to the bed in plunging waves, but remain close to
the surface in spillers. This suggests more turbulence reaches the
bed in plunging waves, contributing to the observed higher concentra-
tions of suspended sediment for this breaker type (Miller, 1976).

in elevation of a few centimeters may cause a significant change in the
concentration. Secondly, the amount of sediment entrained will depend
on the turbulence field. This will be affected not only by the total
wave energy available, but by the type of breaker. Finally, if the

suspensions in the field are periodic, sampling consistency with res-

pect to passage of the wave will be required.




Field Measurements

Very few workers have directly measured suspended sediment concen-
tration in the surf zone. Watts (1953) and Fairchild (1972, 1977)
used pump samplers from ocean piers; while, more recently, Coakley
et al. (1978) used a bottom sled with preprogrammed submersible pump
and collecting system. Each of these techniques provides time-averaged
water samples from which sediment is extracted to determine the mean
concentration of suspended sediment during the sampling interval. Watts
and Fairchild generally collected a 40 gallon sample by pumping for
approximately 3 minutes; whereas Coakley's apparatus pumps 2 liter samples
in approximately 45 seconds.

Of these studies, the most detailed results are reported in Fair-
child (1977), in an updated version of an earlier paper (Fairchild, 1972).
Working from ocean piers at Ventnor, New Jersey and Nags Head, North Caro-
lina, he collected over 700 time-averaged water samples in 1964 and 1965
seaward and landward of the breaker zone, using the tractor mounted
pump sampler shown in Figure 3. Fairchild, Sampling in waves from 40 to
120 cm high, obtained concentration values ranging over 3 orders of magni-
tude to a maximum of 4.0 parts per thousand. The sampler intake was
vaired between 8 cm and 75 cm above the bed.

Despite a great amount of scatter in the data (Fig. 8), Fairchild
isolated several trends, including:

1. Suspended sediment increases slightly with breaker height;

2. Concentration decreases away from the breakpoint in both the
seaward and landward direction;

3. Concentration decreases with elevation above the bed; and

4. Suspended sediment is more variable in low waves than high.
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Figure 8a. Scatter plot of suspended sediment
concentration (C /oo) vs. elevation above the
bed (E - ft) for pump samples collected from
an ocean pier at Ventnor, N.J. on 21 May 1965
(From Fairchild, 1977; Fig. 18).
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Figure 8b. General lack of relation between suspended sediment
(C 9/00) and significant wave height (HS) for samples collected
at Ventnor, N.J. (From Fairchild, 1977; Fig. 23).
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Brenninkmeyer (1973) developed the almometer at the University
of Southern California and has used it at Pt. Mugu, California and
the Massachusetts and Georgia coasts to obtain detailed time series
of turbidity fluctuations in the surf zone. The principle conclu-

sions of his studies indicate that:

1) The zone of maximum suspension occurs near the still water level

(the elevation the sea would maintain in the absence of wave action);

2) Suspensions of sand more than 15 cm above the bed are rare in
the outer surf zone and appear to be influenced by the stage of the
tide and the elevation of the ground water table;

3) Bursts of sediment from the bed or "sand fountains" are in-
frequent and have durations of the order 2 to 10 seconds, apparent-
ly as a function of the phase of incident waves; and

4) The elevation of the bed may change by up to 6 cm during the
passage of a single breaker (Breaninkmeyer, 1974, 1976b).

Figure 9 shows a characteristic time series of concentration levels
versus elevation above the bed from Brenninkmeyer's (1976b) study.
At Point Mugu, California, Brenninkmeyer observed two principal fre-
quencies of occurrence of sand bursts on the upper beach face. As
shown in Figure 10, one is at 15 s apparently corresponding to the
incident wave period, and another is at 21 s, possibly occurring due
to constructive interference of shorter period wave trains.

Loenard and Brenninkmeyer (1978) have used the almometer during

storm conditions at Nauset Beach, Massachusetts and, not unexpectedly,

concluded that: 1) during storms, sediment suspensions are more pre-
valent; and 2) the frequency of movement decreases with elevation

above the bed and in a seaward direction from the beach. They also
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Figure 9. Example two minute record of turbidity fluctuations by ele-
vation obtained from the almometer shown in Figure 3b. The solid
line represents a constant value of 375 gm/l, and the dotted line is
40 gm/1. Record #1 (lower) is in the breaker zone; #2 is in the mid-
surf zone; and #3 is in the swash zone near the still water level.
Note: 1) Suspended sediment concentrations are highest in the swash
zone; 2) bursts of high concentration are less frequent in the break-
er zone; and 3) the gradient in concentration is generally steepest
in the breaker zone (From Brenninkmeyer, 1976b; Fig. 14).
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Figure 10. Frequency of occurrence spectrum of sand
bursts on the upper beachface at Pt. Mugu, Calif.,
using the almometer. Dominant frequency of 15 s
corresponds approximately to the incident wave
period. The second mode may be due to constructive
interference of shorter period waves (From Brennink-
meyer, 1976b; Fig. 7).




observed concentration inversions, which occur due to the shearing

of tabular clouds of sediment moving in the upper layers. This produces

a reverse gradient of higher concentration overlying a zone of lower
concentration.

The almometer provides the best information to date on the time

— e ———

series of suspended sediment under field conditions. It suffers from
imprecision of calibration and a high threshold of detection, but is

an excellent device for obtaining remote information on the semi-quanti-
tative aspects of sediment suspension.

The field measurements of Kana (1976a; 1977) and Inman (1977)
were obtained from in situ bulk water samplers (Figs. 5 and 6).
Kana's data includes approximately 700 concentration determinations
obtained from serial arrays of water samples., The means plotted in
Figure 5 represent the portion of data collected between 1 and 3 m
landward of the breaker line (449 samples) and are divided according
to breaker type (based on a visual wave classification). Kana's
(1976a) data indicate that plunging waves entrain almost one order
more sediment than spilling breakers. Although the data reported by
Inman (1977) are minimal being based on relatively few samples, they
appear to verify the exponential decay in concentration above the bed,

Despite limitations in all the studies mentioned, these previous

experiments provide a starting base for the present study.
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STUDY AREA

The field measurements for the present study were obtained at two
beach stations (BU2 and CAl), each approximately 2 km from Price In-
let, on Bulls Island and Capers Island, South Carolina (Figs. 11-14).
This portion of the South Carolina coast is under the influence of
dominant waves from the northeast, causing net longshore transport to
the south (estimated rate is 1.2 - 1.5 x 105 m3/yr; Kana, 1977).
Wave energy is moderate with breaker heights ranging from 20 to 160 cm
under non-storm conditions, with a mean of 60 cm.

The beaches at these two sites are composed of well-sorted,
fine sand (mean diameter = 0.22 mm) and are gently sloping and rela-
tively featureless (mean beach face slope = 0.018). During average
swell conditions, the surf zone is approximately 50 meters wide, but
due to the mean tide range of 1.5 meters, a much wider portion of the
beach face is periodically exposed to the impact of breaking waves.
The bed in the active surf zone is tightly compacted and rarely ex-
hibits small scale bedforms. Slope changes along the beach face are
minor and generally controlled by the formation of low amplitude
ridges or bars parallel to shore. Figures 15 and 16 show represen-
tative beach profiles for each station measured by the Emery (1961)
technique.

Sediment grain size along the profile can change significantly

due to the presence of varying amounts of shell debris. For example,

a series of size frequency curves for bottom sediments along profile
BU2 (Fig. 17) show variations in sorting and mean grain sizes. Finest,
best-sorted sediments are located at the middle of the berm (l17a) and
outer ridge (17f); coarser, more variable sediments containing shells

are found at the step (17c) and along the runnel (l7e).
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Figure 11. The study area located northeast of Charleston, South
Carolina, U.S.A. Suspended sediment samples were collected at
stations located along two undeveloped beaches near Price Inlet

(arrows).
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Figure 13. Oblique IR aerial photo of Bulls Island, looking
northeast. Net sediment transport is southeast at 1.3 x
10° m3/yr. (Kana, 1977).

Figure 14. Oblique IR aeri-
al photo of Capers Island
looking southeast. Note
erosion of antecedent
beach ridges which has
left a forest of drift-
wood along portions of
the beach.
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Figure 15. Beach profiles at station BU2 on 12 June (upper)
and 7 July 1977 (lower) during the 1 month field experiment.
The small amplitude ridge shown on the top profile was gone
by 7 July.
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Figure 16. Profiles at station CAl on 14 June and 9 July 1977,
showing a generally featureless profile. Small amplitude
ripples or bed forms are essentially absent at both stations.
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Figure l17a-g. Size frequency curves for bottom sediments along profile BU2
calculated from settling velocities. Sample locations are given in Fig,
17g in terms of a reference distance (e.g. 30-1 which corresponds to
grain size distribution in Fig. 17c, labeled "BU2 +30-1 High Tide Step")
where the distance is measured in meters from a benchmark on land. . Note,
finest, best-sorted sediments are located at the middle of the berm (17a)
and outer ridge (17f); whereas coarser, more variable sediments containing
shells are found at the step (17¢) and along the runnel (17e).
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EXPERIMENTAL DESIGN

Introduction

Most of the field data reported herein were collected during 22
sampling days in June and July 1977. Additional data collected in
1975 were used to expand the section on size analysis. Since the
intent of the experiment was to isolate the effect of individual
waves on sediment entrainment, an attempt was made to conduct the
sampling under "ideal" swell conditions to facilitate identification
and typing of the waves and reduce the variability due to extermal
parameters such as local wind stress. Generally, at these beach
sites, waves are more ''classically" formed and long crested in the
morning before the diurnal seabreeze is established. As onshore wind
velocity increases, wave crests become shorter and more irregular,
making it difficult to distinguish the breakpoint.

The beaches at these two sites were chosen for the experiment
because their profiles are generally featureless, small scale bed-
forms are essentially nonexistent, and they are away from any arti-
ficial structures which may influence turbidity.

The field experiment was designed to select particular waves,
then simultaneously sample suspended sediment, measure wave pro-
cess parameters and record sampling positions with respect to the
beach profile, and photograph the sampling sequence. A 4 to 6 man
field team was required to coordinate all of these functions.

A range was established at each experiment site and periodically

surveyed to the low tide breaker line to calculate the beach slope at

each sampling point. Fiberglass stakes were set throughout the surf
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zone as reference points for sampling location and wave position. In
addition, they provided convenient ranges to monitor longshore cur-
rents at the surface by means of slightly buoyant floats. Each sus-
pended sediment sample was positioned relative to: 1) the bed, by
means of the sampling apparatus; 2) a bench mark on land, by means of
the reference stakes; 3) the wave breakpoint, by measuring the dis-
tance seaward or landward of each array; and 4) the time of passage
of each wave sampled. Figure 18 is a sketch of a typical sampling

arrangement.
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Figure 18. Sketch of the sampling arrangement showing samplers
in place. Operators stood downdrift from sample point holding ;
apparatus above bed until sampling instant. Range markers pro- 1
vided reference marks to locate sampling positions, measure
longshore current velocity and distances from the breakpoint.
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Suspended Sediment Measurements

Suspended sediment samples were collected and recorded by ARRAY.
An array consists of all samples trapped simultaneously by one sampl-
ing apparatus. In most instances, the number of samples per array
was 3, located at 10, 30 and 60 cm above the bed. As many as three
arrays, with up to 10 water samples, were collected in each wave to
for a SERIES. Thus, cataloguing each sample run, a SERIES designat-
ing the wave selected for sampling was recorded. Each SERIES con-
tained from 1 to 3 individual vertical ARRAYS, and each ARRAY con-
tained from 1 to 5 water samples. Samples were classified by their
position in the ARRAY. The lowermost sample centered at 10 cm
above the bed was designated 5S10; the one at 30 cm was SS30, and
so on through SS60, and SS100.

The samplers are 'rigged" for operation according to the water
depths. When small waves are sampled, only the lowermost bottles
are mounted to the support pole. Figure 19 shows the bottle doors
being cocked for sampling on the beach. Rigged samplers are then
carried into the surf by each operator (Fig. 20).

Positioning in the surf is determined with respect to the mean
breaker line, using reference stakes as guides. Similar to a surfer
positioning himself to ride a wave, each operator positions the
sampler at a predetermined distance from the breaker line. In
general, the seaward-most operator controls the positioning and
spacing between arrays and selects the wave. A fourth person is
positioned downdrift and slightly landward of each operator to take
a rapid sequence of photographs of the wave sampled. Additional

personnel are positioned to measure the breaker height, wave period

e
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Figure 19. Photo of simultaneous water samplers being rigged for
operation at station Cal. Collecting bottle doors are held open
by the trigger assembly (see also Fig. 4).

Figure 20. Photo of simultaneous water sampler ready for sampling
5 positions above the bed. Total weight with 4 empty bottles is
10.5 kg.
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and surface longshore current velocity.

Based on tests conducted during earlier field experiments, it was
determined that the most consistent results are obtained when the op-
erator stands downdrift of the sampler, faces alongshore, and holds
the apparatus away from his body in a vertical position several centi-
meters above the bed. At the desired sampling instant, the operator
steps forward thrusting the device away from his body and into the
bed. As the footpad at the heel of the sampler depresses on striking
the bed, each water bottle closes automatically.

For this experiment, each array was collected approximately 2
seconds after passage of the wave bore by the sampler. Results from
Kana (1977) and Brenninkmeyer (1976b) indicate that, in general, the
maximum concentration at a point occurs after the passage of a wave.
Thus, the intent of this procedure was to sample at the probable time
of maximum concentration. With three operators, it was possible to
follow one wave toward shore and, to some extent, determine the change
in concentration across the surf zone.

Approximately 35 waves were sampled with multiple arrays position-
ed along individual wave crests in order to determine the range of va-
riability of concentration at analogous positions in the breaker.
Closest spacing of the samplers was 3 meters.

A typical photographic sequence of the sampling procedure is
shown in Figure 21. Appendix A contains a photo atlas of some of
the waves sampled categorized by breaker type and height.

After the water samples are trapped in each collecting bottle,
the apparatus is carried ashore for transfer of the suspended sedi-

ment samples to holding jars. The photo sequence in Figure 22 shows
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Figure 21. Four successive photographs
of one of the breaking waves sampled
at 3 positions inside the surf zone.
Arrays of suspended sediment samples
taken 3 m, 7 m, and 10 m landward of
the breakpoint. Concentrations are
listed below.

A. Wave beginning to break 3 m seaward
of sampler operator #1. Hp = 90 cm;
d=95cm; T=8s; V=0 cm/s;

m = 0.011; breaker type: spilling;
Time = 0 s.

B. Wave fully broken, bore at Opera-
tor i#1l.
Bore height = 70 cm; Depth under
bore = 90 cm; Time ~ 1 s.

Cc. Bore approaching operator i#2.
Bore height = 60 cm; Depth = 65
cm; Time ~ 2% s.

Just before sampling instant
array #1 (seawardmost).

D. Bore at operator #3.
Bore height = 55 cm; Depth =
60 cm; Time ~ 4 s.
Just before sampling instant
Array #2.

Results:

Array # Elev. above bed Conc. (gm/l)

(cm)
1 60 .135
30 .256
10 .329
2 30 .261
10 .234
3 30 .170
10 w23k
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Figure 22a. Array of 5 samples ready for transfer to 2 1.
Nalgene holding jars. Sampler bottles are calibrated to

measure volume collected.

R e ot

Figure 22b. Individual samples are opened into a large

plastic funnel inserted in a holding jar.

Figure 22c. Sampler bottle is rinsed into the jars with
distilled or deionized water to remove any particulates

left on the bottle.
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the method of transfer. Each collecting bottle has a calibrated scale
mounted along the side for measuring volume directly in the field.
This eliminates the normal transfer into graduated cylinders before
filtering. After the volume is measured and recorded, each sample is
emptied through a large funnel into a 2-1, Nalgene wide/mouth jar,

then rinsed with distilled water to remove any remaining sediment.

The jars are stored in a custom built cart then pulled 2 miles along

the beach and ferried to a nearby lab for analysis (Fig. 23.),

Figure 23. Custom beach cart designed by D. Domeracki used to haul
samples and equipment 2 miles down the beach for ferrying to a
nearby lab. Brackets at the sides hold sampler poles, profile
rods, range markers. Along the open beach, sand is hard-packed,
making it relatively easy for 1 person to haul the 200 + kg
weight. This is not the case, however, near the inlet where
the sand is almost thixatropic.

The number of samples collected each day was restricted by the
number of holding jars available and stamina of the operators to pull
the load down the beach. Generally, 75 to 100 samples were collected
massing up to 250 kg, including samplers and support equipment.

The following surf parameters were measured for each sample

array:




i A e S

Wy W

1. Breaker height (Hb) and water depth at breaking (d) - visually,

by means of a graduate staff held in place at the breakpoint and checked

by scaling photographs taken during sampling. Limit of error + 10 cm.

2. Bore height and depth under bore at each sample array - by the
same method listed above.

3. Breaker type - qualitatively, by visual observations in the
field, verified by photos taken while sampling and checked against
various breaker-type parameters (e.g. Galvin, 1968; Battjes, 1974).

4. Wave period (T) - by averaging the time of travel between the
wave crest prior to, and the crest following, the wave sampled.

Limit of error + 1 second.

5. Surface longshore current velocity and direction at mid-surf
position (V) - by timing the travel of small floats between range
markers set 10 m apart in the alongshore direction.

6. Breaker angle (ab) - visually, by means of a protractor,
sighting the acute angle between wave crest and shoreline. Limit of
error + 2 degrees.

7. Wind velocity and direction - by means of a hand-held anemo-

meter.

Beach Surveying, Sample Positioning and Identification

Beach profiles at each station were measured approximately every
5 days during the experiment to provide information on average beach
slope (m) and local slopes (s) at each sample array. Arrays were
positioned along the profile with respect to distance seaward of a
shore benchmark and distance seaward or landward of the wave break-
point. Sample time with respect to passage of the bore by each ar-

ray was estimated to the nearest second.
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Other variables recorded included:

1. Station, date and time;

2. Tide from prediction tables;

3. Operator for each array; and

4, Orientation of the series of arrays (either perpendicular
or parallel to wave crests).

An example data sheet including reduced concentration data is

given in Figure 24.
Using up to 3 samplers in each wave, over 230 individual waves

were sampled during the experiment, yielding approximately 1500 con-

centration values, Of these, over 1000 samples were collected at the

lowermost positions 10 and 30 cm above the bed,

Table 1 summarizes the range of surf conditions and number of
samples collected by wave type and wave height.
Laboratory Procedures

Suspended sediment samples. - In the lab, samples were filtered,

using standard filtering apparatus and techniques to retain the sus-
pended sediment. The filtering system used consisted of a Millepore
vacuum pump, ballast jug and several manifolds of Millepore filter-
ing flasks (Figures 25 and 26). Up to 20 samples could be filtered
at the same time. Millepore 1.2u, 45 mm diameter cellulose filters
were used and stored in locking petri dishes.

Since suspended sediment concentrations can be high in the surf
zone, it is necessary to preweigh the filter together with the petri
dish to allow for overflow of sediment on the filter. In cases where
concentration exceeds 5 g/l, several weighed petri dishes and filters

may be required to retain all of the sample. This is easily accom-
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Figure 24. Example field data form.

Table 1. Distribution of samples by wave height and breaker type.

Breaker height | Breaker Type - # Waves Sampled |#Vertical arrays of*
Hb (cm) Spilling | Spill/Plunge | Plunging, susp. sediment samples
0-35 5 4 2 29
35-45 7 1 3 32
45-55 15 2 5 56
55-65 12 4 1 46
65-75 15 8 10 92
75-85 29 6 7 118
85-95 13 11 18 115
95-105 8 9 5 63
105-115 10 3 2 45
115-125 6 2 1 27
125-160 11 0 0 33
Totals 131 50 54 656

* 3 vertical arrays of 1 to 4 samples each were collected in each wave
to yield a total of approximately 1500 concentration values.
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‘Figure 25. Sketch of the filtering apparatus with the
three principal components. Use of several manifolds
allowed 20 samples to be processed simultaneously.
Filtering times for 2-1, samples ranged from 1 hour to
4 days.

Figure 26. Photo of filtering set up in a temporary field
laboratory located at Price Inlet. Rubber "policeman" in
Walter J. Sexton's right hand is used to wipe sediment
down rim of filtering flasks.




plished by spooning out the excess sediment from the filter flask and
transferring it to a second filter. The combined weights of sediment
on the two filters are calculated to determine concentration.
Filtered samples were rinsed 3 times with distilled water to re-~
move salt, then stored for shipment to the Department of Geology.
The final laboratory analysis entailed drying the filters and sedi-
ment at 70°C, then weighing the petri dish, sediment and filter. All
concentrations were determined as a weight per unit volume (grams/
liter).

Size analysis of suspended sediment. - Approximately 140 samples

from the present experiment were analyzed for size distribution us-
ing the Hydraulic Equivalent Sediment Analyzer (HESA) developed by
Anan (1972) for the Coastal Research Division, Department of Geology.
An additional 75 suspended sediment and 45 beach samples collected

in a 1975 experiment were analyzed to augment these data. Grain size
frequencies were computed and graphed by a Hewlett Packard 9825A mini-
computer and 9872A plotter interfaced with the HESA.

Various sample masses were tested to determine the reproduce-
ability of the system. It was found that a 2-3 gram sample was op-
timal producing almost identical curves for a given sample and means
within 2 tenths of a phi unit. Samples of 1 gram varied as much as
one-half phi unit. Since most of the suspended sediment samples had
relatively low concentrations, only those samples containing at
least 1 gram could be sized. Representative frequency plots are

given in the section on results.
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Computer Coding the Data

The entire data set for this experiment was coded for statistical

analysis on the IBM 370/168 computer at the Unive£sity of South Caro-
lina. The principle data set included all suspended sediment, wave
process, location and slope information. A second data set was used
for size statistics.

The data were keypunched onto IBM cards, then transferred to in-
ternal mass storage on the master disk for more convenient use. Sta-
tistical analyses were performed by the preprogrammed Statistical
Analysis System (SAS76) and the Statistical Package for the Sogial
Sciences (SPSS). After considerable experimentation, it was found
that the SAS76 system was more convenient to use.

Most of the data plots presented in the next chapter were gen-
erated by the computer, then redrafted to a more presentable format.

Each sample array is listed as an observation. A typic;l ob-
servation has 32 variables, including sample identifiers, corres-
ponding wave process values, and suspended sediment concentrations
at each reference level. Twelve additional variables are computer
generated from the field data, including log transformations of con-
centration and breaker type parameters.

Appendix B contains a listing of computer variable names, a

sample SAS76 program, and a data printout for selected observations

and variables.
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Rejection of Data

A prerequisite to any statistical analysis is the determination
of sample distribution. The principle variables were tested for nor-
mal distribution by means of normal probability plots. Examples for
the independent variables wave height, wave period, ratio db/Hb, long-
shore current velocity, wind velocity, and beach.slope are given in
Figure 27. Note that each of the data points represents multiple ob-
servations. In general, it can be seen that each variable is approxi-
mately normally distributed. Beach slope shows, perhaps, the poorest
fit. Relatively few outliers (circled on each graph) occur in each
sample population.

The dependent variables of suspended sediment concentration
(Ss10, SS30, SS60 and SS100) were similarly tested, but found to be
non-normally distributed. Therefore, various transformations were
performed to determine if some function of concentration is normally
distributed. A test against the Loglo of concentration yielded a
reasonable fit to the normal probability plot and, consequently,
this transformation was used in the following analyses. Figure 28
gives cummulative frequency curves for SS10 and SS30 plotted on a
log scale. A similar relation exists for SS60 and SS100 (not shown).
Note concentrations decrease with elevation above the bed and have
the widest range of values at the lowermost sample (SS10).

For the present analysis, certain observations were rejected
on the basis of the following criteria:

1. Sample array was obtained seaward of the breakpoint or more

than 12 m landward of the breakpoint. This was to limit the data to

a narrower portion of the surf zone directly influenced by the pri-~
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Figure 27. Normal probability distribution for the independent vari-
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data point represents multiple observations.
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Figure 28. Normal probability plot of suspended sediment concen-
tration for all samples collected 10 cm (SS10) and 30 cm (SS30)
above the bed, irrespective of breaker types. Similar distri-
butions occur for the log transformations of SS60 and SS100.

mary wave sampled and have less influence from preceding or succeed-
ing waves.

2. Array was incomplete due to malfunction of the sampler or
premature closure of the bottles.

3. Sample was contaminated or improperly filtered.

Number 1, above, was the main cause of rejection. The last two
were generally noted in the field and rejected before complete analy-
sis was performed. The number of usable samples, based on the above

criteria, are given in Table 2.

Table 2. Number of samples coded and retained.

Sample position Total coded Total retained % retained
SS10 559 405 123
SS30 456 343 75.2
SS60 262 175 66.8
SS100 14 11 78.6
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RESULTS AND DISCUSSION OF THE DATA

Introduction

This section contains a reasonably detailed description of the
data from the present experiment. Since it would be impractical to
include scatter diagramé of every independent variable against sus-
pended sediment, an attempt is made to sort the data by the parame-
ters most likely to control concentration. Data sortiug was first
accomplished by separating samples into the natural categories by
elevation above the bed. Next, breaker type parameters were tested
against concentration to sort the data into subsets, and finally,
the independent variables (wave process and location parameters) -
were tested against concentration for each subset.

Based on previous results and the inherent variability of surf
zone suspensions, the tack employed herein was to sort the data by
the independent variables (e.g. wave parameters), determine mean
values for the dependent variables (SS10, SS30, etc.), then test
the correlation of means against each parameter. By grouping in-
stantaneous suspended sediment samples collected under similar con-
ditions (e.g. with respect to wave height), it is possible to inter-

pret much of the variability observed. Where mean values plotted on

the following diagrams represent more than 6 observations, the limits

to + 1 standard deviation are indicated.
Overall Means

Values of suspended sediment concentration were naturally divided
by sample elevation above the bed (SS10, SS30, SS60 and SS100). Simi-
lar to an earlier experiment (Kana, 1977), the data were sorted ac-

cording to breaker type determined visually in the field using Gal-

vin's classification (Fig. 29). Examples of the principle wave types
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breakpoint. In general, as beach
slope increases, breaker type
varies from spilling to surging SWL

(From Galvin, 1972). Collapsing

SwL

sampled are given in Figure 30. Galvin's classification actually rep-

resents certain members of a continuous spectrum of breaker types.
Along South Carolina beaches, spilling and plunging waves are most
common, but an intermediate type is often observed which exhibits
characteristics of each type. For example, viewing along a breaking
wave crest, one often sees portions of a wave spilling early, then a
section plunging closer to shore (Fig. 30b). In some cases, the per-
centage of the wave spilling or plunging can be estimated and coded
appropriately (e.g. 50/50 for 50% spilling and 50% plunging). Waves
that were not clearly spilling or plunging were designated under the
category, TRANSITION. Non-breaking waves were so classified and
eliminated from the present analyses. In summary, three categories

of waves were used: SPILLING, TRANSITION and PLUNGING.

Figure 31 gives overall mean suspended sediment concentration
by elevation above the bed and visually classified breaker type.
The breaker type parameters Bb and d/Hb listed on the figure are

discussed in the next section. Note that plunging type waves sus-
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Figure 30. Breaker types most commonly observed near Price Inlet, S.C
including spilling (a), transition (b) and plunging (c). Trans;tién’
waves exhibit characteristics of both primary wave types. In general
the ratio breaker depth to breaker height, (db/Hb), decreases from ¥
spilling to plunging waves with a value of approximately 1.0 in transi-
tion waves.
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Figure 31. Suspended sediment distribution in the outer surf zone be-
tween 1 and 10 m landward of the breakpoint. Mean concentrations
are plotted by elevation above the bed for spilling and plunging type
breakers. An intermediate wave type, referred to as transition, ex-
hibiting characteristics of spilling and plunging waves is also plot-
ted (triangles).

pend as much as one order more sediment than spilling waves. The curve

for transition waves, of course, falls between the two primary wave

types.

In general, concentration decreases exponentially up to 60 cm
above the bed, then appears to reach a constant value, reflecting the
type of suspension: intermittent close to the bed, resulting from

periodic bursts of coarse bed material; continuous near the surface,

due to the dominance of suspended wash load. Based on separations
the sand-silt boundary (sediment diameter = 0.063 mﬁ), the wash load
of silt and clay sized sediment averaged less than 0.05 g/l in each
sample. Consequently, samples higher in the water column but lower
in concentration have the highest percentage of fines. This will be
discussed in more detail in the section on size distribution.

Table 3 contains a listing of mean values of selected variables

sorted by date. A more complete data listing is given in Appendix B.
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Tests of Concentration vs. Breaker Type Parameters

Introduction. - Since breaker type may be a very significant fac-
tor controlling the magnitude of intermittent suspensions in the surf
zone, it is desirable to obtain relations which quantify wave varia-
bility. According to laboratory studies by Patrick and Wiegel (1954),
and Galvin (1968, 1972), the way a wave breaks at the shore is pri-
marily dependent on the parameters of beach slope (m), wave height
(Hb), and wave steepness (Hb/Lo), where m is measured as the tangent
of the acute angle between beach face and horizon, H is wave height
measured from trough to crest, and L is wave length measured between
successive crests, and the subscripts b and o refer to inshore break-
ing dimensions and offshore deepwater conditions, respectively. From

Airy (1845), linear wave theory, Lo is related to wave period (T) by:
L™ gI (1)

where g is the acceleration of gravity. Thus, wave steepness is often
given in terms of H and T since these parameters are more commonly mea-

sured.

The above relationships have allowed Galvin (1968) and Battjes
(1974) to present two breaker type parameters based on wave steepness
and beach slope. Galvin's dimensionless onshore parameter (Bb), utili-

zing surf zone wave measurements, is given by:

B, = Hb/ (ngz). (2)

Data obtained on plane concrete laboratory beaches set at various
slopes give the following transition values between wave types: 0.068
between spilling and plunging waves; 0.003 between piunging and surg-

ing waves.
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Battjes (1974) gives a surf similarity parameter (£- Greek letter

XI1) defined by:
3 e
g =m/@ /L) *. (3)

A simple transformation gives this parameter in terms of wave period
as:

£ = u/(2nt, /e1%) %, )
Battjes' tramsition values between breaker types are numerically dif-
ferent, but equally comparable with Galvin's. Approximate values
listed by Battjes (1974, p. 470) are: £ = 0.4 between spilling and
plunging; and § = 2.0 between plunging and collapsing.

Although Bb and £ can be readily applied since the dependent
variables Hb and T are easy to measure, and they appear to separate
major wave types, it is the opinion of the writer that these param-
eters are not sensitive enough to distinguish among waves of a parti-
cular class at one beach. Experience has shown that on a given beach,

most waves will fall within a small range of T, H and m values. Bb

and § will vary only slightly. The main advantage of these parameters

is in comparison of waves on different beaches. It is also the opinion
of the writer that they lack the fundamental parameter, relative wave

height, which should be considered in describing wave breaking.

Breaker types form a continuum ranging from spilling breakers on
gentle slopes through plunging and collapsing on steeper slopes, then,
finally, surging waves on very steep to vertical slopes (Figures 29
and 30). And as Galvin (1972) shows, for a given beach slope with a

variation in wave height alongshore, breaker type changes as follows:




highest waves are generally spilling; higher intermediate waves are

plunging; lower intermediate waves will tend to be collapsing, and
the lowest waves will be surging. As beach slope and wave energy
cause a variation in breaker type, relative wave height also changes.
Relative wave height is generally defined as the ratio Hb/db,
where db is the depth at breaking. Munk (1949) was one of the first
to recognize its importance in surf problems and used it as the funda-
mental parameter in his development of Boussinesq's (1872) solitary
theory for the special case of shoaling water waves. Munk argues that
wave length, a function of T, has little to do with the shape of waves
near the breakpoint since waves in very shallow water commonly have
long, flat troughs and steep, sharp crests. Solitary theory differs
from linear theory by eliminating the dependence on T or wave steepness.
Another reason for retaining relative wave height is its varia-
bility at the breakpoint. Although McCowan (1894) demonstrated theo-
rectically and Munk (1949) empirically that the maximum ratio of Hb/db
at breaking should be 0.78, measurements by Ippen and Kulin (1955)
indicate that breaking occurs over a range of Hb/db values greater
than 0.78, depending on the slope. On steep slopes, Ippen and Kulin
found that Hb/db may exceed 2.8. In the field, it's been noted by
Galvin (1972) that collapsing waves on steep slopes break against
the beach face where db is close to zero, and Hb/db will approach !
Thus, as Hp/d, at breaking increases, waves will pass through a con-
tinuum of breaker types starting with spilling at the lowest relative
wave heights, then to plunging and collapsing at intermediate Hp/dy

values, and finally to surging at highest values.

In summary, for purposes of formulating a breaker type parameter,
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not only Hp, T and m should be considered, but also breaker depth, dbl.

Galvin's Parameter (Bp). - The dependent variables SS10, SS30 and

SS60 were plotted against Galvin's inshore parameter (Bb), as a first

attempt to quantify breaker type. In all cases, the scatter is consi-
derable. A plot of SS10 vs. Bb for samples collected up to 12 m land-
ward of the breakpoint is given in Figure 32. Each data point repre-

sents a mean concentration for a particular Bb value. Note that most

of the data falls near the spilling-plunging transition value. Al-

though the regression line is significant at the .04 level, it accounts

for almost none of the variability in the data (rz- .03). Furthermore,

the relatively flat slope of the regression line suggests that Bb is

unsatisfactory as a predictor of c¢' :entration by wave type. Figure

33 shows calculated regressions of SS10, SS30 and SS60 on Bb’ all of

which are inadequate for distinguishing these data. The separation of
Q the lines between SS10 and SS30 is not surprising given the exponential
decay of concentration above the bed indicated in Figure 31.

Battjes' Parameter (£). - When plotted against mean concentration,

Battjes' (1974) surf similarity parameter (£) provides similar re-

sults as Galvin's Bb. Figure 34 shows the scatter of SS10 values vs.

| € for samples collected within 12 m landward of the breakpoint. Al-

g though there is an apparent increase in concentration with increas-

ing £, in agreement with the expected trend from spilling to plunging

waves, the separation of wave type and concentration is poor. Further-

1 In this discussion, relative wave height is H /d using the con-
ventions of the theorists. However, for purpgse of analysis,
the commonly applied engineering inversion of this relation, d /
will be used. McCowan's (1894) breaking criteria under this cgn-

vention then becomes the oft~cited db/Hb = 1,.28.
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Figure 32. Scatter plot of mean SS10 vs. Galvin's inshore breaker type
parameter (Bp). Data is concentrated near spilling/plunging transi-
tion value of .068. There is essentially no correlation between Bb
and suspended sediment concentration for these data.
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I'igure 33. Linear regression models of $SS10, SS30 and SS60 vs. Bp
for suspended sediment samples within 12 m landward of the break-
point. Miniscule correlation coefficients and flat slopes of curves
indicate these models are inadequate for predicting concentration by
this breaker type parameter.
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SUSPENDED SEDIMENT CONCENTRATION (g )
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Figure 34. Mean SS10 vs. Battjes' surf similarity parameter, XI.
All data fall within the spilling range given by Battjes (plung-
ing waves are off the scale to the right). There is slightly
improved correlation over Galvin's Bp; however, less than 10% of
the data are accounted for by the indicated regression line.

1.
5%

Xl = BATTJES' (1974)
SURF SIMILARITY PARAMETER

SUSPENDED SEDIMENT CONCENTRATION (g/I)

05¢

L — SPILLING —

A A

0.000 0.004 0.008 0.012 0.016
XI=m*(Hp/L,) 2
I'igure 35. Linear regression models of SS10, SS30 and SS60 vs.
XI for suspended sediment samples within 12 m landward of the

breakpoint. All lines account for less than 10% of this varia-
bility and are unacceptable as a predictor of concentration.
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more, all the data plot within the spilling range given by Battjes.

Figure 35 gives the probable regression lines for SS10, SS30 and
SS60 against £. The separation by sample position is clear, but the
regression lines account for less than 10% of the variability in the
data.

Parameter BRKER. - Because of the poor fit of the data to pub-

lished breaker type parameters, several alternative functions were
calculated and tested. Although this was a hit or miss proposition
in the beginning, since few of the independent variables correlated
well with the data, it was apparent during field observations that
relative wave height changed significantly from spilling to plunging
waves. Therefore, a function was sought which included the ratio of
wave height to breaker depth, or, using the engineer's convention,
db/Hb' Another variable thought to be important is beach slope, m.
So, various dimensionless quantities involving db/Hb and m were
tested against the concentration data.

One such function was designated BRKER, after the computer cod-

ing. BRKER is given by:
BRKER = (1-m)“. d, /H (5)
b’ b

There were several reasons for retaining the form (1-m)4. First,
db/Hb ranges from .6 to 1.4 (plunging to spilling), while m ranges
from 0.002 to 0.040 for these data. From a practical standpoint,
it was preferable to obtain BRKER values of the order 1.0. This
was accomplished by using (1-m) instead of m. Furthermore, it was
hypothesized that plunging breakers should occur on steeper slopes

at lower db/Hb values. The function (l-m) multiplied by db/Hb theo-
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retically should increase the range of values corresponding to breaker

types. As m increases and db/H decreases in plunging breakers, func-

b
tion BRKER will decrease. In spilling waves with small m and large
db/Hb, the function stays large. Thus, there should be a better sep~
aration between breaker types using this form. The exponent was
added simply to increase the range of values of (l-m).

Comparing function BRKER to visual typing of waves indicated the

following range of values correspond to each breaker type:

Spilling - BRKER > 1.07
Transition - 0.91 - 1.07
Plunging - BRKER < 0.91.

The relation between BRKER and SS10, SS30 and SS60 are given in
Figure 36. It is evident that, for these data, this function yields
a much better separation of concentration values by wave type than
Galvin's or Battjes' parameters. Each data point represents the mean
of 2 to 5 samples taken under similar conditions with respect to m
and db/Hb' In addition, the regression lines yield values of concen-
tration very close to those obtained using a visual wave classifica-
tion given in Figure 31. For example, for SS10 (Fig. 36a), this func-
tion gives mean concentration values for plunging waves in the ap-
proximate range 0.4 to 2.0 and spilling from 0.05 to 0.2, the order
of magnitude difference previously noted. Based on the relatively
high number of mean data points for each sample, the indicated re-
gressions are statistically significant at the .0l level and account
for as high as 41% (SS10) of the variability in the data. There is
still a lot of variation to account for, but function BRKER appears
to separate wave types observed at Price Inlet better than the two

published breaker parameters.
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Figure 36. Linear models of SS10 (a) and SS30 (b) and SS60 (c) vs.
parameter BRKER, showing much improved correlation. This function
yields mean suspended sediment concentrations for SS10 in the range
0.4 to 2.0 for plunging waves and 0.05 to 0.2 for spilling, corres-
ponding to the range of values and order of magnitude difference
obtained using a visual breaker classification (Fig. 31).
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Relative wave height (dp/Hp). - The final breaker type parameter

to be presented is the simple ratio, db/Hb. Beach slope, m, is elimi-
nated on the basis of the results given in Figure 37. Beach slope was
tested against SS10, SS30 and SS60 and found to account for a rela-
tively small amount of variation in concentration, although there exists
a trend of increasing concentration with increasing beach slope in
agreement with the theory. Since beach slope apparently has a rather
small effect, it was eliminated from the BRKER function in order to

test db/Hb alone. The results are given in Figure 38.

There is relatively little difference between the plots of dp/Hp
and BRKER with only a slight change in separation of the concentra-
tion values. The slope of the regression line in Figure 38 is steep-
er due in part to the elimination of m in the parameter, as well as
the smaller number of mean concentration data points for dy/Hp.

This undoubtedly explains the increased coefficient of determination
over the results with BRKER.

The separation of wave types by db/Hb’ checked against the visu-

ally typed breakers yields the following approximate ranges.

Spilling - dp/Hp > 1.10
Transition - 0.89 < db/Hp< 1.10
Plunging - dp/Hp < 0.89
Relative wave height also retains concentration values in the ranges

indicated in Figure 31. In the plunging range by db/Hb, S§S10 is .5 to

2.0 g/1 and spilling waves is .04 to .15. Thus db/Hb appears to be a

fairly good indicator of breaker types for these data.

Sorting the data by dp/Hp. - From the previous results, it was

deemed possible to classify wave types on the basis of the quantifi-

able variable, db/Hb. Despite a significant amount of data variation
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